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1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 2-1 1, 13-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

The claimed subject matters of "a method and system of controlling call admission in a 
communications network, by calculating a load level as a function of at least one of a difference 
between a current measured power and a previous measured power and a difference between a 
current number of users and a previous number of users; and controlling call admission based on 
the calculated load level, wherein said calculating step recursively calculates updated load 
levels" as in claims 2, 3, 13 and 14, "a method and system of controlling call admission in a 
communications network, by calculating a load level as a function of previous and current 
measured powers or previous and current number of users; and controlling call admission based 
on the calculated load level, wherein said calculating step recursively updates load level as a 
function of previous and current number of users" as in claims 5 and 16, and "a method and 
system of controlling call admission in a communications network, by calculating a load level as 
a function of previous and current measured powers or previous and current number of users; 
and controlling call admission based on the calculated load level, wherein said calculating step 
recursively updates load level as a function of previous and current measured powers" as in 
claims 6 and 17, all were not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled 
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in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

To be more specific, according to pages 7-9 of the specification disclosure and Figure 2, 
there are three load level estimating methods (steps 220, 226 and 232), each requires specific 
prerequisites for performing individual method. For instance, the method one requires the 
measurements of old and new power measurements and number of user values (steps 204 & 
208), counter = 1 (step 214), and | Nnew - Nold | is at least equal to Nth (step 220). For the 
method two, it requires the measurements of old and new power measurements and number of 
user values (steps 204 & 208), counter not equal to 1 (step 214), and the post steps of calculating 
an estimate of Pnew, Pnew ' , using Lnew (step 228) and comparison of Pnew ' to actual base 
station receive power measurement to be reasonably close (step 230) to confirm that the second 
load level estimating method yields a reasonably accurate result. As for the method three, it 
requires the measurements of old and new power measurements and number of user values (steps 
204 & 208), counter not equal to 1 (step 214), and the post steps of calculating an estimate of 
Pnew, Pnew ' , using Lnew (step 228) and comparison of Pnew ' to actual base station receive 
power measurement not sufficiently close (step 230). 

Furthermore, it is also improper for claims 9-1 1 to depend on claim 6 and claims 20-22 to 
depend on claim 17, respectively, since all steps in claims 9-1 1 require the prerequisite steps of 
claim 7, and all steps in claims 20-22 require the prerequisite steps of claim 18. 

Overall, all three load level estimating methods are correlated to one another, and each 
requires its own prerequisites to be performed. And nowhere in the disclosure implies that any 
method can stand alone as the sole means for calculating the load level recursively to control call 
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admission. Therefore, claims 2-1 1, 13-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement for the reasoning as indicated above. 

3. In view of the above rejection regarding 112, 1 st paragraph for non-enablement, no prior 
art rejection can be applied at this time. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed November 14, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In the remark, the applicant first made a note citing unusual procedural posture of the 
instant application. The examiner is hereby to clarify that Examiner Kenneth N. Vanderpuye on 
the record is no longer examining the instant application due to job promotion. Examiner Alpus 
H. Hsu has inherited the case starting last office action dated August 16, 2005. It is not unusual 
for the applicant to receive two entirely different office actions with different objection/rejection 
since two examiners could have different opinions regarding the subject matter of the invention. 

Secondly, regarding 112, 1 st paragraph for failing to comply with enablement 
requirement raised by the examiner in previous office action, the applicant has responded by 
referring to the specification, page 3, lines 18-22, page 5, lines 20-23, equations (4), (5) and (7), 
and claims 1 and 12 as originally filed, which were found not persuasive. The sections in the 
specification and the claims referred by the applicant are merely duplicates or similar recitation 
of the claim languages rejected under 112, 1 st paragraph, which provide no support for the 
enablement of the claimed invention as recited in claims 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16 and 17, which are 
listed in paragraph 2 of the instant office action. The applicant also erroneously argued that the 
equations (4), (5) and (7) are different methods and do not require correlation to or association 
with the other. To be more specific, the equation (4), as in page 4, line 4, estimates load level 
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using the current and previous number of user values and the current and previous base station 
receive power measurements. The equation (5), as in page 4, line 13, is a subsequent step of 
equation (4) for recursively updating the load level estimates using the changes in the number of 
the users, which requires the prerequisite of equation (4) and cannot be performed independently 
by itself Similarly, the equation (7), as in page 5, line 1, is a subsequent step of equation (6) for 
recursively updating the load level estimates using the changes in base station receive power, 
which requires the prerequisite of equation (6) and cannot be performed independently by itself. 

Third, the applicant also erroneously stated that the examiner suggested that one skilled 
in the art would not understand that calculating a load level as a function of at least one of a 
difference between a difference between a current measured power and a previous measured 
power and a difference between a current number of users and a previous number of users, which 
is not the case. The examiner has rejected all claims under 112, 1 st paragraph because the 
subject matter of the invention as described in pages 7-9 of the specification disclosure and 
figure 2 was not properly presented in the claims, for enabling the one skilled in the art to 
calculate the load level and to recursively update the load level as described in the specification 
disclosure. 

For at least the reasons given above, the examiner believes that the 112, 1 st paragraph 
rejection should be sustained. 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Scholefield et al. is additionally cited to show the method for recursively update the 
effective bandwidth in call admission control system utilizing recursive steps similar to the 
claimed invention. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alpus H. Hsu whose telephone number is (571)272-3 146. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F (5:30-3:00) First Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy D. Vu can be reached on (57 1)272-3 1 55. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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